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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1, 9, 14 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Nocera FR 2799695. 

Nocera teaches the invention as claimed: 

Regarding claim 1 , an air vent (fig. 3), especially for a motor vehicle, with an air- 
supplying air duct 9 (fig. 3) and with an air conduction device (9B), the air duct in the air 
conduction device being divided into at least two essentially cylindrical sub ducts (2A 
and 2B), that wherein the cylindrical sub ducts are arranged parallel with respect to one 
another (fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 9 a device (1B, 1A, fig. 6) for setting the direction of the air 
stream is arranged after the air conduction device (fig. 4). 

Regarding claim 14, the air vent has a lamellar air conduction device (1A and 1B, 

fig. 5). 

Regarding claim 21 , A ventilation system for a motor vehicle (fig. 3), 
characterized by an air vent (fig. 4). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Nocera FR 
2799695 in view of Butera WO02/072371 . 

Nocera teaches the invention as discussed above but is silent about the four air 
streams. 

Butera teaches: 

Regarding claim 2, a division (5S and 5D, fig. 2) of the air supplied through the 
air duct into at least four air streams (7S, 7D, 7C, fig. 2). 

It would have been obvious tone of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have the Nocera invention modified with the Butera 4 air streams in order to 
have more vent openings and thus improve ventilation in the vehicle cabin. 

3. Claims 3-1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nocera FR 2799695 in view of Burr DE 10243974. 

Nocera teaches the invention as discussed above, but is silent about cylindrical 
sub ducts arranged concentrically one in the other, about spiral sub duct, 
Burr teaches: 
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Regarding claim 3, at least one further subduct 12 (figs. 3-4) is provided, 
arranged around at least one of the cylindrical subducts 11 (figs. 3-4 )t 

Regarding claim 4, the air conduction device has subducts (11, 12, figs. 3-4) 
arranged concentrically one in the other. 

Regarding claim 5, the air conduction device has at least one helical or 
longitudinally indrawn spiral sub duct (12, figs. 3-4) 

Regarding claim 6, the helical sub duct has at least one guide (unnumbered 
spiral wall of duct 12, fig. 3) which is arranged helically. 

Regarding claim 7, the pitch of the helix decreases toward the outlet port (fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 8, upstream of the air conduction device (-4-), a metering device 
is arranged, which is designed in such a way that the air capable of being supplied to 
the individual sub ducts is controllable (is capable of being controlled) 

Regarding claim 10 limitation about specific aspect ration, at the time the 
invention was made it would have been obvious mater of design choice to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to have specific aspect ratio, because applicant has not disclosed 
that the claimed specific aspect ratio provides an advantage is used for particular 
purpose or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art would have expected 
the Applicant's invention to perform equally well with claimed aspect ration or with 
aspect ratio similar to claimed aspect ration, because both aspects ratio performs the 
function of transferring the air equally well. 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , each cylindrical sub duct (1 1 , fig. 3) has arranged around it 
at helical sub ducts (12, fig. 3) which can be regulated independently of one another via 
separate control devices 21 (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 12, helical subduct (12, fig. 3) are arranged around cylindrical 
subduct (1 1 , fig. 3) in the inflow region the air duct assigned to the cylindrical sub ducts 
being arranged between the air ducts assigned to the helical subducts (12, fig. 3) 

Regarding claim 13, the cylindrical subducts project beyond the helical subducts 
as seen in the air flow direction (fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 15, The air vent as claimed in claim 14, wherein the lamellar air 
conduction device is of centrally divided design, and the two parts can be regulated 
independently of one another (fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 16-20 the applied prior art apparatus having the same 
structural limitations as those presently claimed, to the extent that the claimed 
apparatus performs the claimed method, the applied prior art apparatus performs the 
claimed method as well. 

Regarding claim 18 limitation about specific range, at the time the invention was 
made it would have been obvious mater of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to have specific range, because applicant has not disclosed that the claimed 
specific range provides an advantage is used for particular purpose or solves a stated 
problem. One of ordinary skill in the art would have expected the Applicant's invention 
to perform equally well with claimed range or with range similar to claimed range, 
because both aspects ratio performs the function of transferring the air equally well. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HELENA KOSANOVIC whose telephone number is 
(571)272-9059. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00, Monday through 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve McAllister can be reached on 571-272-6785. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Helena Kosanovic/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3749 

/Steven B. McAllister/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3749 
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